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1. The request filed on February 14, 2005 for a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
is acceptable and a RCE has been established. An action on the RCE follows. 

2. The appUcants' arguments from the amendment filed January 20, 2005 have been noted, 
considered, and addressed in the following grounds of rejection. 

3. Claims 12-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

For examples: 

(1) claim 12, line 5, "higher" should be changed to "high" in order to provide proper 
antecedent basis for the same as specified at claim 11, line 7; 

(2) claim 14, line 8, "quantization level" should be changed to "high level of 
quantization" in order to provide proper antecedent basis for the same as specified at Une 6; 

(3) claim 14, Une 8, "said encoder" shows no clear antecedent basis. Suggestion: change 
"encoder" to "processor"; 

(4) claim 16, line 4, before "memory", "the" should be properly inserted in order to 
provide proper antecedent basis for the same as specified at line 3; and 

(5) claim 16, line 10, before "information", "pixel" should be properly inserted in order 
to provide proper antecedent basis for the same as specified at lines 11-12. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stenger of record 
(DE 3608489A1) in view of Katata et al of record (5,815,601), 

Stenger discloses a method of improving image segmentation of a video telephone scene 
as shown in Figures 3 and 4, and substantially the same apparatus for processing a stereo pair of 
images, comprising substantially the same memory which stores process steps (i.e., as provided 
to carry out functions within Figure 4), and a processor which executes the process steps stored 
in memory so as to calculate the difference in location of like pixels in each image (see page 4, 
lines 4-10 of translated article), if the difference in location is above a set threshold the pixel 
information is identified as foreground pixel information, if below the set threshold the pixel 
information is determined to be background pixel information (see page 4, lines 4-10 of 
translated article). 

Stenger does not particularly disclose, though, a processor which executes the process 
steps stored in the memory so as to determine whether each 8x8 DCT block contains a 
particular amount of foreground information, and to encode those 8x8 DCT blocks having at 
least the particular amount of foreground pixel information at a first higher level of quantization 
and those 8x8 DCT blocks having less a threshold level of foreground information at a second 
lower level of quantization as claimed in claiml6. However, Katata et al discloses an image 
encoder as shown in Figure 1 and teaches the conventional use of a DCT block classifier (i.e., 
within 106 of Figure 1, and see column 5, lines 1-4, lines 53-63) coupled to a foreground 
extractor (i.e., 101, 102 of Figure 1 and see column 4, line 45 to column 5, line 4) for 
determining which DCT blocks of at least one of the images contain a threshold amount of 
foreground information; an encoder (i.e., within 106 of Figure 1, and see column 5, lines 1-4) 
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coupled to the DCT block classifier which encodes those 8x8 DCT blocks having a threshold 
level of foreground information with a first higher level of quantization and which encodes those 
8x8 DCT blocks having less than a threshold level of foreground pixel information (i.e., 
background information as provided by the threshold 15 of Figure 5 of Stenger represents the 
less than a threshold level of foreground pixel information, and which such background 
information as determined is provided within the encoder of Katata et al for encoding the thus 
determined 8x8 DCT blocks of background information) at a second lower level of quantization 
level (see column 1, lines 12-25, columns 7-8, different quantization step sizes pertaining to a 
selected area of interest are assigned, with high and low quantization level selections, see column 
7, line 49 to column 8, line 24, column 9, line 38 to column 10, line 13). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the Stenger and Katata et al 
references in front of him/her and the general knowledge of stereo image processings within 
video phone environments, would have had no difficulty in providing a DCT block classifier and 
an encoder for providing different quantization level processings for foreground and background 
image data, as taught by Katata et al for the stereo image videophone system within Stenger for 
the same well known image compressions purposes as claimed. 

6. Claims 12-14 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the reject ion(s) 
under 35 U.S. C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 
1, Claims 1-11 and 15 are allowed. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7333. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m, with 
alternate Fridays off 




Richard Lee/rl 




4/25/05 



